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DETAILED ACTION 

This communication is responsive to Appeal Brief filed 09/19/2005. This action 
is made Final. 

Applicant's arguments in the Appeal Brief, filed 09/19/2005, with respect to the 
rejections of claims 27-29 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The final 
rejection of claims 27-29 is withdrawn. Upon further consideration, new grounds of 
rejections are made as described below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 23-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non- statutory subject matter, "a graphical user interface for user with a data 
processing device, comprising" is non-statutory for at least the reason that it is not 
tangibly embodied in a manner so as to be executable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this tide, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 23-26, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Straub et al. ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,215,141), and Flutka et al. ("Flutka", U.S. 
Pat. No. 5,758,934). 

Per claim 23, Straub teaches a graphical user interface for use with a data 
processing device comprising: 

a screen (fig. 5; 140 and 144); 

a plurality of display elements for displaying on the screen, the elements 
comprising (fig. 5; element 142 and 144); 

at least one personal selection zone, disposed within a strip to be displayed around 
a peripheral of the screen (fig. 5; personal selection zone 144; col. 8, lines 26-57); and 

a presentation zone for presenting information selected at the personal selection 
zone (fig. 5; presentation zone 142; col. 8, lines 26-57). 

Straub does not teach the screen is adapted for use in a horizontal plane. However 
Flutka teaches a screen is adapted for use in a horizontal plane (fig. 1; see Abstract; col. 
2, lines 45-51). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to include a screen is adapted for use in a horizontal plane as 
taught by Flutka in the invention of Straub in order to improve the health of the computer 
operator and to provide for an unimpeded forward line of sight by the computer operator. 

Per claim 24, Straub theca the user interface of claim 23, wherein the personal 
selection zone is a flow zone comprising a moving list of links (fig. 5; links: MSN news, 
ESPN Sports, NEWS... col. 8, lines 53-56, and lines 60-67). 

Per claim 25, Straub teaches the interface of claim 24, wherein the display 
elements further comprises at least one flow control element, a respectively flow control 
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element being disposed adjacent to each flow zone (fig. 5; elements 164 and 162; col. 9, 
lines 5-8 and lines 24-32). 

Per claim 26, Straub teaches the interface of claim 24,further comprising a 
plurality of control zones disposed together for effecting control of other display elements 
(col. 9, lines 18-23 and lines 33-46). 

Per claim 30, Flutka teaches a table comprising the user interface of claim 23 and 
adapted for a respective user to sit adjacent to each personal selection zone (fig. 1; col. 2, 
lines 43-51). 

Claim 27 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Straub et 
al. ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,215,141), Flutka et al. ("Flutka", U.S. Pat. No. 5,758,934), 
and Sidana (U.S. Pat. No. 6,081,829). 

Per claim 27, Straub teaches the interface of claim 26, wherein the control zones 
comprise: an agent zone for selecting filtering agents for filtering contents of the flow 
zone, a mode zone for altering a format of other zones (figs. 7; annotation zone 198; col. 
9, lines 18-23; col. 10, lines 5-15 and lines 32-48), but does not teach an annotation zone 
for annotating information in the presentation zone. However, Sidana teaches an 
annotation zone for annotating information in the presentation zone (col. 2, lines 23-32). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to include the teaching of Sidana in the invention of Straub and Flutka in order 
to enable a user to store custom information (such as user comments) associated with a 
web document. 
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Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Straub et 
al. ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,215,141), Flutka et al. ("Flutka", U.S. Pat. No. 5,758,934), 
Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 6,823,350), and Barraus et al. ("Barraus", U.S. Pat. 
No. 6,693,652). 

Per claim 28, Straub and Flutka teaches the interface of claim 23, but do not teach 
the interface further comprising at least one token zone for displaying personal links 
wherein the personal links may be dragged to other zones to affect what is displayed in 
the other zones. However, Bates teaches an interface comprising at least one token zone 
for displaying personal links (fig. 14, col. 3, line 59-col. 4, line 6). Barraus teaches links 
many be dragged to other zones to affect what is displayed in the other zones (fig. 15; 
col. 25, line 55-col. 26, line 6). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include the teachings of Bates and Barraus in 
the invention of Straub and Flutka in order to provide user with an improved manner for 
creating bookmarks and organizing and presenting such bookmark, and in order to 
automatically generating a thumbnail image of a web page. 

Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Straub et 
al. ("Straub", U.S. Pat. No. 6,215,141), Flutka et al. ("Flutka", U.S. Pat. No. 5,758,934), 
Bates et al. ("Bates", U.S. Pat. No. 6,823,350), Bairaus et al. ("Barraus", U.S. Pat. No. 
6,693,652), and Selker (U.S. Pat. No. 6,182,098). 

Per claim 29, the modified Straub teaches the interface of claim 28, but does not 
teach wherein the token zone is in the form of carousel. However, Selker teaches wherein 
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the token zone is in the from of carousel (fig. 4 and 7; col. 1, lines 51-60). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
include the teaching of Selker in the invention of the modified Straub in order to provide 
in improve method for presenting a list of information to a user. 



Response to Arguments 
Applicants' arguments in the Amendment have been fully considered. Those 
directed to claims 27-29 are moot in view of the new rejections. The other arguments are 
addressed below. 

Applicant's primary argument is that Fluka does not teach " a screen is for use in 
a horizontal plane". The examiner does not agree because Fluka reads on the claim 
language of a screen is adapted for user in a horizontal plane (col. 2, lines 50-54). In that 
it has a tilted screen in the horizontal plane of the desk. 

Applicant also point out that Straub does not teach a flow zone with a moving 
lists of links. The examiner does not agree because Straub teaches a flow zone with a 
moving lists of links (fig. 5; links: MSN news, ESPN Sports, NEWS... col. 8, lines 53- 
56, and lines 60-67; link are displayed one after another in a sequential order when the 
user selects buttons 162, and 164). 

In addition, applicant points out that Straub does not teach the limitations of claim 
25. The examiner does not agree because Straub's reference reads on the claim language 
of one flow control element, a respectively flow control element being disposed adjacent 
to each flow zone (fig. 5; flow control 164 and 162; col. 9, lines 5-8). 
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In addition, applicant points out that Fluka does not teach the limitation of claim 
30. The examiner does not agree because Fluka reads on the claim language of a table 
comprising the user interface of claim 23 and adapted for a respective user to sit adjacent 
to each personal selection zone (fig. 1; col. 2, lines 43-51; a user can sit next to the table 
ofFluka.) 

Inquiries 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thanh T. Vu whose telephone number is (571) 272-4073. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur and every other Fri 7:30 AM - 5:00 
PM 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273- 
8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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